REMARKS 



Reconsideration of tine application in view of tine above amendments and tine 
following remarks is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner rejects Claims 1-4,7,31-32 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Schwartz. The Examiner rejects Claims 5,6, and 33 under U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Schwartz in view of Shin. The Examiner rejects Claims 8- 
13,16,35,37, and 40 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz In view 
of Neukermans. The Examiner rejects Claims 14,15,26 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz In view of Shin and Neukermans. The Examiner rejects 
Claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz In view of 
Neukermans and further In view of Helsel. The Examiner rejects Claim 18 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz In view of Neukermans as applied to 
Claim 12 above, and further In vuew of Ipposhi. The Examiner rejects Claims 19 under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz In view of Neukermans as appled 
to Claim 12 above, and further In view of Klement. The Examiner rejects Claims 20,23,24 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz In view of Neukermans '705 
and '790. The Examiner rejects to Claims 21-22 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartzin view of Neukermans. The Examiner rejects Claim 27 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz n view of Shin and 
Neukermans as applied to Claim 26 and further in view of Koide. The Examiner has 
allowed Claims 38, 39 and 41-44 and objected to Claims 34 and 36. 

Accordingly, Applicants have amended Claims 34 and 36 to be in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claims and any intervening claims. In 
addition, Applicants have amended Claims 32 and 33 to be dependent from allowed 
Claim 34. Furthermore, it is belief that Claim 40 should have been dependent from Claim 
39 instead of Claim 31 as such amendment has been made, thus rendering Claim 40 
allowable. 

The Examiner has withdrawn Claims 25,28-30, 45-46 for further consideration 
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pursuant to 37 CFR 1.442(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, tliere being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. The Examiner has acknowledged Applicant's election 
with traverse Claims 1-24,26-27,31-44 in the reply filed on 12/03/2007. The Examiner 
states that traversal is on grounds that any of the independent claims can act as generic 
claims which the Examiner has not found persuasive because clearly from the drawings 
Applicant is claiming a different species that are further illustrated by the claims. The 
Examiner states that it is not found that all claims are generic as Applicant is claiming for 
the reasons stated in the restriction. The Examiner has therefore made this requirement 
final. 

Applicants unsuccessfully attempted to contact the Examiner SPE in order to 
discuss this improper withdrawing of the claims for reconsideration because if the 
independent claim is found to be patentable, claims that are dependent therefrom are 
thus patentable by definition. Accordingly, Applicants enclose herewith a Petition under 
37 C.F.R. 1 .182 seeking allowance of these claims in this application as clearly 
dependent from an allowed independent claim. 

According, Applicants believe that the Application, as amended, is in condition for 
allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Texas Instruments Incorporated 



/William B. Kempler/ 

William B. Kempler 

Senior Corporate Patent Counsel 

Reg. No. 28,228 

Tel: (972)-91 7-5452 

WBKicfs 



TI-36001 Page 8 of 8 



